What the authors convincingly show is that political and economic processes at the domestic and international levels do not exist in isolation from each other but are closely interlinked and interdependent. As international organizations, be it the European Union or international financial institutions (IFIs), and the conditionality they impose affect the reform processes in a particular country or region, the analysis of the effectiveness of their conditionalities and what reforms and processes they evoke at the national/local levels needs to be sensitive to the domestic context of compliance politics. It should also reveal the interests served and ideologies supported in promoting a particular type of political/economic/social change at the local level.
While the European Union may be effective in evoking political and economic reforms by imposing conditionality clauses during the accession negotiations, the analysis of the effectiveness of this conditionality requires more than just the analysis of whether the EU has Peters argues that an analysis of ownership restructuring and the conditions of investments in the urban centres of the Baltic region challenges the notion that market reforms lead to democratic institution-building; rather, his study reveals a deficit of democratic control over restructuring and privatization processes. On the basis of his case studies, Peters concludes that privatization of water supply infrastructure in the region shows "ideological shifts in the balance of public versus private management and opportunism using public money to support capitalist intensification at the expense of public benefit." He suggests that in order to understand transformation in governance practices and relationship of the state to market in the management of environment and infrastructure, markets and political institutions should be treated as interrelated and constitutive of each other, with state institutions being implicated in the constitution of both national and international economic structures. In addition, Peters suggests that political scientists should pay more attention to how management paradigms from the corporate sector have transformed governance thinking, both at the national and international levels.
While all of these articles examine post-communist transformation, they relate to countries at varying 'distances' from the EU-Europe. Conventional wisdom would suggest that the further ones moves outward through the concentric circles of prospective EU membership, Western values and practices. The three articles in this volume provide a perspective from which to view this proposition. While Young's article deals with a very new EU member (Romania), Rajkovic's study deals with an ambivalent EU-aspirant (Serbia), which has been explicitly identified by the EU as a prospective future member. Frederick Peters' two cases include one relatively new EU member state (Estonia) and one EU 'non-aspirant' (Russia). In each case, the authors show both the capacity and weaknesses of international institutions, including but not limited to the EU, to motivate or fail to motivate domestic political action.
What becomes strikingly clear from the three articles is that the strength of international influence is variable and is not necessarily correlated with a country's EU aspirations. Equally evident is the difficulty of translating specific policies demands into the normative outcomes that the EU and other Western actors promote (such as democratic governance, principles of justice, or fair market competition). In each case there are intended as well as unintended consequences of attempted international influence on domestic politics, which are strongly influenced by the specific historical trajectories of the particular nations involved.
